language development are simply fudge factors (Tomasello 2003: 186) , provided that such explanations are embedded in coherent models of the processing mechanism. Such modelling has increasingly appealed to capacity factors, including working memory, in explaining processing difficulties (see, for example, Gibson 1998). But we are a long way from having the tools we need to measure capacity in young learners. Adaptations of working memory capacity have been developed and used with child learners (see Felser et al. 2003 ), but to my knowledge (and in my experience) such measures are not usable with children younger than five years. An effort to develop such measures is an imperative for language acquisition research. This is reinforced by the fact that an appeal to processing capacity can accommodate the individual variability in learners that Meisel points to as a factor to be juggled with. Quantitative processing capacity seems an obvious candidate for a source of differences between individuals, with the superficially paradoxical prediction that those learners with lesser capacity will emerge as those who display more first language acquisition features in their second language development.
